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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 After Final Rejection 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including 
the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final 
rejection. Since this application is eligible for continued examination under 37 
CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely, paid, the 
finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.114. Applicant's submission filed on June 18, 2007 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 76-94 and 97-1 00 are rejected as failing to define the 
invention in the manner required by 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. 

Claims 76 and 92 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite in that it fails to point out what is included or excluded by the 
claim language. 

3. Independent claims 76 and 92 recites he phrase "may be", not clear 
whether is in fact attached or not to an object, the portable single unit. 

4. Claims 77-91 , 93, 94 and 97-1 00 are include in this rejection 
because it depends upon a rejected base claim. 



f 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 1 02 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 



5. Claims 76-78, 80, 86-89, 91-94 and 97-100, are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated over Raymond et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
6,282,441). 

With respect to claims 76, 92, 97 and 99, Raymond et al. (hereafter 
Raymond) teaches a device for in-situ measurement and recording of at least 
one environmental parameter, said device comprising: 

a portable single unit that may be attaches to an object (see col. 5, lines 4- 
20 and col. 6, lines 6-19); 

the portable single unit further comprising a sensor for detecting said 
parameter and converting to a sensor output (see col. 6, lines 27-56); 

a data logger coupled to said sensor for receiving and logging said sensor 
output (see col. 5, lines 4-20 and col. 24, lines 19-38); 

a communication module for communicating said sensor output (see col. 
8, lines 42-54). 
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With respect to claims 77 and 93, Raymond further teaches said data 
logger comprises a time stamping module for recording a timestamp with said 
sensor output (see col. 14, lines 18-20). 

With respect to claim 78, Raymond further teaches, said communication 
module comprises a transmitter and a receiver (see col. 27, lines 22-33). 

With respect to claim 80, Raymond further teaches comprising a display 
device (see col. 24, lines 50-61). 

With respect to claims 86, Raymond further teaches said data logger 
comprises an analog to digital converter (ADC) to convert said sensor output into 
digital data (see col. 8, lines 41-50). 

With respect to claims 87, Raymond further teaches a signal processing 
circuitry coupled to said sensor for processing said sensor output (see col. 8, 
lines 41-50). 

With respect to claim 88, Raymond further teaches comprising means for 
communicating said sensor output (see col. 8, lines 41-50). 



With respect to claim 89, Raymond further teaches said means for 
communicating comprises a transmitter and a receiver (see col. 27, lines 23-33). 
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With respect to claim 91 and 94, Raymond further teaches said portable 
single unit moves through at least one of a manufacturing, storage, and transit 
process while attached to the object (see col. 24, lines 20-38). 

With respect to claim 98 and 100, Raymond further teaches the 
communications module in the piece of base equipment and the communications 
module in the portable single unit are each wireless communication modules 
(see col. 5, lines 26-37). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 79 and 90 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
anticipated over Raymond et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,282,441) in view of Rode et 
al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,315,719). 

With respect to claims 79 and 90, Raymond teaches al the features of the 
claimed invention, except that Raymond does not teach, said communication 
module comprises an RF (radio frequency) communication module. 
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But Rode et al. (hereafter Rode) teaches in a remote medical monitoring 
apparatus that, alternatively, the data transmitted to the data logger are directly 
retransmitted in a wireless manner by means of a high frequency radio 
transmission (see Rode; col. 7, lines 25-28). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Raymond to include a wireless 
transmission alternative as taught by Rode, because the wireless transmission 
alternative of Rode allows a high frequency radio transmission for 
communication, as desired. 

7. Claims 81-85, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
anticipated over Raymond et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,282,441) in view of Karins et 
al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,172,496). 

With respect to claims 81 , 82 and 83, Raymond teaches al the features of 
the claimed invention, except that Raymond does not teach, 

said sensor is configured to detect a presence of electrostatic field; 

said sensor is configured to measure a magnitude of said electrostatic 
field; nor 

said sensor is configured to detect a change in said electrostatic field. 
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But Karins et al. (hereafter Karins) teaches a system for detecting and 
evaluating the occurrence, polarity and magnitude of electrostatic discharge 
(ESD) events (see Karins; col. 5, lines 10-16). 

Karins also teaches a method for detecting an electrostatic discharge 
using a sensor including a magneto-optic element having a magnetized state and 
a demagnetized state and capable of changing from the magnetized state to the 
demagnetized state in response to an electromagnetic field having a field 
strength exceeding a predetermined field strength, the magneto-optic element 
mounted on a substrate adjacent to a conductor formed on the substrate, the 
method comprising: 

determining whether the magnitude of the electrostatic discharge exceeds 
a predetermined magnitude by detecting whether the state of the magneto-optic 
element has changed from a magnetized state to a demagnetized state in 
response to the generated electromagnetic field (see Karins; col. 11 line 19 to 
col. 12, line 30). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Raymond to include an electrostatic 
discharge sensor as taught by Karins, because the electrostatic discharge sensor 
of Karins allows to detect and measure an electrostatic fields and is capable to 
detect a change from the magnetized state to the demagnetized state in 
response to an electromagnetic field. 
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With respect to claims 84 and 85, Raymond teaches al the features of the 
claimed invention, except that Raymond does not teach that said sensor is 
configured to detect an electrostatic discharge; nor 

said sensor is configured to measure a magnitude of said electrostatic 
discharge. 

But Karins et al. (hereafter Karins) teaches a system for detecting and 
evaluating the occurrence, polarity and magnitude of electrostatic discharge 
(ESD) events (see Karins; col. 5, lines 10-16). 

Karins also teaches a method for detecting an electrostatic discharge 
using a sensor including a magneto-optic element having a magnetized state and 
a demagnetized state and capable of changing from the magnetized state to the 
demagnetized state in response to an electromagnetic field having a field 
strength exceeding a predetermined field strength, the magneto-optic element 
mounted on a substrate adjacent to a conductor formed on the substrate, the 
method comprising: 

determining whether the magnitude of the electrostatic discharge exceeds 
a predetermined magnitude by detecting whether the state of the magneto-optic 
element has changed from a magnetized state to a demagnetized state in 
response to the generated electromagnetic field (see Karins; col. 1 1 line 19 to 
col. 12, line 30). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Raymond to include an electrostatic 
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discharge sensor as taught by Karins, because the electrostatic discharge sensor 
of Karins allows to detect and evaluate the occurrence, polarity and magnitude of 
electrostatic discharge (ESD) events, as desired. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been fully 
considered but they are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection set forth 
hereinbefore. 

For clarification ; Applicant's arguments filled 06/18/2007 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive with respect to claims 76-94 and 97-100. 

Applicants' primary argument for independent claim 76, 92 is that, "In the 
final office action mailed May 16, 2006, it is noted that the Examiner considers 
that the multi-parametric monitoring device mounted on a part of the body of a 
patient, with sensors configured in a flexible strap, as is described in Raymond . . . 
is a portable unit 

Applicant further argument that, "Raymond et al. [U.S. Patent No. 
6,640, 134] (hereafter Raymond) does not disclose or suggest "a portable single 
unit that may be attached to an object, the portable single unit further comprising 
... a data logger coupled to said sensor for receiving and logging said sensor output". 

The Examiner considers that, a single unit is a unit device giving a result 
as desired and this unit to output the result desired, necessarily is composed with 
one or more in-built elements or attached elements to do one working unit. 
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The Examiner considers that the strap with the necessary attached 
elements, constitute a portable single unit, handled by a patient or subject as it is 
desired by the applicant. 

The Examiner considers that, the structure, which goes to make up the 
device, must be clearly and positively specified, because a single portable unit is 
very broad. 

The Examiner considers that the multi-parametric monitoring device 
mounted on a part of the body of a patient, with sensors configured in a flexible 
strap, as is described by Raymond; col. 6, lines 6-19, is a portable unit attached 
to an object with sensors capable to detect environmental parameters such as 
barometric pressure sensor, which senses the ambient barometric pressure of 
the patient's environment; ambient temperature sensor, which senses the 
ambient temperature of the patient's environment as are described by Raymond; 
col. 6, lines 43-56. 

Applicant further arguments that, "Raymond also discloses a data logger 
that may be a data input device such as a personal computer". 

The Examiner notice that Raymond teaches that, the subjective data 
logger may take the form of any data input device, including a personal 
computer. However, because it is desirable to provide the patient with a portable 
data logger the patient may use a battery-powered, handheld data input device; 
as it is described by Raymond; col. 24, lines 19-38. 
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The Examiner considers that Raymond discloses multi-parametric 
monitoring device or a portable unit; attached to a patient; this portable unit 
comprises sensors capable to sense environmental parameters, and this unit 
comprises a data logger, which may take the form of any input device and it is 
desirable may be a handheld data input device to allow the patient to record 
events at any time. 

Conclusion 
Prior Art 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Rose-Pehrsson et al. [U.S. Patent No. 5,469,369] describes sensing an 
unknown pattern vector. 

Hoigaard [U.S. Patent No. 5,083,117] describes an apparatus for 
monitoring and controlling electrostatic discharge. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Felix Suarez, whose 
telephone number is (571) 272-2223. The examiner can normally be reached on 
weekdays from 8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eliseo Ramos-Feliciano can be reached on (571) 272-7925. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
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assigned is 571-273-8300 for regular communications and for After Final 
communications. 
August 22, 2007 




F S ELISEO RAMOS-FELICIANO 

SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



